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Table 1. The ingredients of experimental diets containing post-harvest bean by-product replaced with wheat 
straw or corn silage (DM %) 

Experimental diets1  
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 Feed ingredients 
6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 Alfalfa hay 
12 12 12 12  - 3 6 9 12 Wheat straw 
0 3 6 9 12 12 12 12 12 Corn silage 
12 9 6 3 12 9 6 3  - Bean residues 
4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 Rice barn 
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 Wheat barn 
20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 Barley grain 
20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 Corn grain 
12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 Soybean meal 
0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 Urea 
0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 Limestone 
1.3 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.3 Sodium bicarbonate 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Mineral and vitamin 

supplement* 

0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 Salt  
1Diet 1: Control (without replacement); Diet 2: 25% replacement of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 3: 50% replacement of 
wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 4: 75% replacement of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 5: 100% replacement of wheat 
straw with bean residues; Diet 6: 25% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; Diet 7: 50% replacement of corn silage 
with bean residues; Diet 8: 75% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; and Diet 9: 100% replacement of corn silage 
with bean residues.*Mineral and vitamin premix provided (mg/kg of supplement): vitamin A, 600,000 IU; vitamin D3, 200,000 
IU; vitamin E, 200 mg; antioxidant, 2500 mg; Ca, 195000 mg; P, 80000 mg; magnesium, 21000 mg; manganese, 2200 mg; iron, 
3000 mg; copper, 300 mg; zinc, 100 mg; Co, 100 mg; I, 12 mg; Se, 1.1 mg.  

��#N 2 - K7&-A $2�7�7 
-7N ;�� �7� L ;�2�J� ;��H $+2�!5"U�V ST7� �2 '#%. 
�& �� 
# 62M<2�N ; 
Table 2. The chemical composition of experimental diets containing post-harvest bean by-product replaced with 

wheat straw or corn silage 
Experimental diets1  

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 Item 
77.50 78.00 78.20 79.90 82.10 82.60 82.00 82.60 82.70 Dry matter (%) 
16.32 16.36 16.41 16.45 16.90 16.80 16.70 16.60 16.50 Crude Protein (%) 
3.92 3.74 3.56 3.38 4.06 3.85 3.63 3.41 3.20 EE (%) 
32.24 31.58 30.92 30.26 29.24 29.33 29.42 29.51 29.6 Neutral detergent fiber (%) 
18.38 17.81 17.24 16.67 15.50 15.65 15.80 15.95 16.1 Acid detergent fiber (%) 
5.60 5.50 5.40 5.30 4.52 4.69 4.86 5.03 5.20 Acid detergent lignin (%) 
8.67 8.73 8.79 8.84 8.59 8.67 8.75 8.82 8.90 Ash (%) 
2.15 2.17 2.19 2.20 2.25 2.24 2.23 2.23 2.22 ME (Mcal/kg) 

1Diet 1: Control (without replacement); Diet 2: 25% replacement of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 3: 50% replacement of 
wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 4: 75% replacement of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 5: 100% replacement of wheat 
straw with bean residues; Diet 6: 25% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; Diet 7: 50% replacement of corn silage 
with bean residues; Diet 8: 75% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; and Diet 9: 100% replacement of corn silage 
with bean residues.  

��#N 3 - &-A7K 7�7�$2 �J�2�; � L7,� � � '#%. 
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Table 3. Chemical composition of bean residues, wheat straw and corn silage used in the experiment 
Bean residues Wheat straw Corn silage Chemical composition  

86.0 89.0 29.0 Dry matter (%) 
5.3 7.8 7.2 Ash (%) 
6.9 3.6 7.4 Crude Protein (%) 
9.0 1.8 3.0 Ether extract (%) 
69.0 72.0 47.0 Neutral detergent fiber (%) 
49.0 54.0 30.0 Acid detergent fiber (%) 
8.3 14.0 5.0 Acid detergent lignin (%) 
1.76 1.51 2.31 ME (Mcal/Kg) 

ME=2.2+ 0.1375 GP+ 0.0057CP + 0.0002859 EE2 
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Table 4. Gas production coefficients of the experimental diets 
c (ml/h) b (ml/500 mg DM) Diets1  

0.098a 129.5e 1- Control  
0.097a 141.2de 2- 25 WS-BR 
0.097a 140.76de 3- 50 WS-BR 
0.090ab 165.61ab 4- 75 WS-BR 
0.092ab 169.81a 5- 100 WS-BR 
0.093ab 175.43a 6- 25 CS-BR 
0.089ab 164.92ab 7- 50 CS-BR 
0.081b 156.69bc 8- 75 CS-BR 
0.089b 150.69cd 9- 100 CS-BR 
0.0041 4.18 SEM2 

0.0045 0.001 P value 
1one control diet and 8 diets built by replacing different levels of post-harvest bean by-product with wheat straw (WS) or corn silage (CS) in 
the control diet. Diet 1: Control (without replacement); Diet 2: 25% replacement of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 3: 50% replacement 
of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 4: 75% replacement of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 5: 100% replacement of wheat straw with 
bean residues; Diet 6: 25% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; Diet 7: 50% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; Diet 8: 
75% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; and Diet 9: 100% replacement of corn silage with bean residues. 
2SEM: Standard error of means; mean within same column with different letters differ significantly (P<0.05). 
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Truly degradable 
organic matter (mg) 

Biomass production 
efficiency  

Biomass  
production (mg) 

PF 
(mg/ml) 

Diets1  

429.3ab 0.605bc 261.55 5.59bc 1- Control  
435ab 0.615abc 267.80 5.72abc 2- 25 WS-BR 

446.80ab 0.630abc 281.80 5.95abc 3- 50 WS-BR 
453.25ab 0.630abc 292.70 5.90abc 4- 75 WS-BR 
466.5a 0.650a 294.05 6.23a 5- 100 WS-BR 

444.90ab 0.640ab 284.30 6.10ab 6- 25 CS-BR 
425.95ab 0.615abc 267.45 5.75abc 7- 50 CS-BR 
443.35ab 0.590c 262.85 5.38c 8- 75 CS-BR 

416b 0.590c 262.60 5.37c 9- 100 CS-BR 
31.74 0.011 12.68 0.176 SEM2 
0.10 0.045 0.32 0.043 P value 

1one control diet and 8 diets built by replacing different levels of post-harvest bean by-product with wheat straw (WS) or corn silage (CS) in 
the control diet. Diet 1: Control (without replacement); Diet 2: 25% replacement of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 3: 50% replacement 
of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 4: 75% replacement of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 5: 100% replacement of wheat straw with 
bean residues; Diet 6: 25% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; Diet 7: 50% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; Diet 8: 
75% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; and Diet 9: 100% replacement of corn silage with bean residues. 
2SEM: Standard error of means; mean within same column with different letters differ significantly (P<0.05). 

��#N 6- (��Y>7  �W�
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Table 6. Digestibility of the experimental diets 

Diets1  Dry Matter (%) NDF (%) 
1- Control  74.91 65.84 
2- 25 WS-BR 71.90 66.93 
3- 50 WS-BR 71.80 65.27 
4- 75 WS-BR 75.12 72.12 
5- 100 WS-BR 76.06 69.80 
6- 25 CS-BR 76.33 68.17 
7- 50 CS-BR 72.01 66.70 
8- 75 CS-BR 70.63 62.49 
9- 100 CS-BR 70 62.52 
SEM2 2.58 3.27 
P value 0.083 0.096 

1one control diet and 8 diets built by replacing different levels of post-harvest bean by-product with wheat straw (WS) or corn silage (CS) in 
the control diet. Diet 1: Control (without replacement); Diet 2: 25% replacement of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 3: 50% replacement 
of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 4: 75% replacement of wheat straw with bean residues; Diet 5: 100% replacement of wheat straw with 
bean residues; Diet 6: 25% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; Diet 7: 50% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; Diet 8: 
75% replacement of corn silage with bean residues; and Diet 9: 100% replacement of corn silage with bean residues. 
2SEM: Standard error of means; mean within same column with different letters differ significantly (P<0.05). 
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Table 5. Gas production parameters of the experimental diets 



 ����/��� 
���/���� ��� $!�� U�#7L A U�J7JdA1397 )30-23                                                                                  (29  

 

4�#%�� . ��  
�2� 
-� ;�� ;���-E 
������ � ��, �!� ;�-� 

>2 JA ��?�2 ,�� �2�!5" ;�� $(7�*A �� '�� pe! 
������ 5� 

4" �� 
-� ;�� ;���-E ;�-� �O%� {2��� >7(��Y �W� � 

�-*(�) ���" �73 A $! � .  

�:��"�< % $1=�  

5���+& 
�<+��� '-�d! 67L Z`! 5� $879: 1��%! � ;

 ����E �%7!5 4���" ���-? K9� �� 4���5 � 67!��

$! $����#Y  .� 

 
>���� ?�$@A  

 '���� .o$�2- � . ' .1389 .��<� ���� U���+��� :4�-2� .$� . ;����. D��-E $(�) � $�() � 3� .197.n  

 .s $%`H � .� $A��� y7� ,.4 ���� $��-A ,.� �V" '5�139173 m� $��-� .�9�* -7�XA ,$2�7�7 U�  �W� >7(��Y � ;�

D�� �� ������. � -(� ,c�! ���� ����E .$��<+2�!5" ;��  ,$!�� ' () ;��22 )2 :(119-107.  

 .l ;#�H���2 � .U $�����-& $�I)� ,.h $���-Y1384 .4���-L 4���� �� 
# >+& U�� 9H o� �� $2�/0 D5�� $��-� .

2� ,#�+! ,U�� 9H $(! �2���.4�-  

 .' ��� 4�2�%� � .� .o $*[ &1388 .#�+! ,#�+! $��<+��� ���N U���+��� :4�-2� .U�� 9H >)��5 .45.n  

 .4 $%7`H 4 %O!1387 :4�-�A ,4�-�A $��<+��� ���N U���+��� :4�-2� .(4�-2� �� U�� 9H) U�� 9H #7L A � >)��5 .40  .n

 �3163 -154.  
AOAC. 2006. Official methods of analysis Proximate Analysis and Calculations, Association of Analytical 

Communities, 17th edition, Gaithersburg, MD.  
Blümmel M., Karsli A. and Russel J. R. 2003. Influence of diet on growth yields of rumen microorganisms in 

vitro and in vivo: Influence on growth yields of variable carbon fluxes to fermentation products. British 
Journal of Nutrition, 90: 1–11. 

Elemam M. B., Fadelelseed A. M. and Salih A. M. 2009. Growth performance, digestibility, n-balance and 
rumen fermentation of lambs fed different levels of deep-stack broiler litter. Research Journal of Animal 
and Veterinary Sciences, 4: 9-16. 

Georing H. K. and VanSoest P. J. 1970. Forage fiber analysis: apparatus, reagents, procedures, and some 
applications, Agriculture Hand book. No. 379, USDA. 

Haddi M. L., Filacorda S., Meniai K., Rollin F. and Susmel P. 2003. In vitro fermentation kinetics of some 
halophyte shrubs sampled at three stages of maturity. Animal Feed Science and Technology, 104: 215-
225. 

Mahala A. G., Fadel E. and AbdelNasir M. A. 2007. Chemical composition and in vitro gas production 
characteristics of six fodder trees leaves and seeds. Research Journal of Agriculture and Biological 
Sciences, 3(6): 983-986. 

Menke K. H. and Steingass H. 1988. Estimation of the energetic feed value obtained from chemical analysis and 
gas production using rumen fluid. Animal Research and Development, 28: 7–55. 

NRC. 2007. Nutritional requirements of small ruminants. National Academy Press, Washington, D.C., USA. 
Negesse T., Patra A. K., Dawson L. J., Tolera A., Merkel R. C., Sahlu T. and Goetsch A. L. 2007. Performance 

of Spanish and Boer × Spanish doelings consuming diets with different levels of broiler litter. Small 
Ruminant Research, 69: 187-197. 

Oldick B. S. and Firkins J. L. 2000. Effects of degree of fat saturation on fiber digestion and microbial protein 
synthesis when diets are fed twelve times daily. Journal of Animal Science, 78: 2412–2420. 

Orskov E. R. and McDonald I. 1979. The estimation of protein degradability in the rumen from incubation 
measurements weighted according to rate of passage. The Journal of Agriculture Science, 92:499–503. 

Potter P., Perry A., Stockert P. and Hal A. 2016. Fundamental of nursing. Mosby year book, St, Louis, Mo, pp. 
1697-1704. 

Tilley J. M. A. and Terry R. A. 1963. A two stage technique for the in digestion of forage crops. Journal of the 
British Grassland Society, 18: 104-111. 

Van Soest P. J., Robertson J. B. and Lewis B. A. 1991. Methods of dietary fiber, neutral detergent fiber, and 
non-starch polysaccharides in relation to animal nutrition. Journal of Dairy Science, 74: 3583-3597. 

 
 

 
 



 

 

Animal Production Research 

Vol. 7, No. 1, 2018 (23-30) 

 

Determining the appropriate level for replacement of bean 
residues with wheat straw or corn silage in finishing diet 

P. Eeynipour1, M. Chaji2*, M. Sari2 
1. Graduated MSc. Student, Department of Animal Science, Ramin Agriculture and Natural Resources University of Khuzestan, 
Mollasani, Ahvaz, Iran  
2. Associate professor, Department of Animal Science, Ramin Agriculture and Natural Resources University of Khuzestan, 
Mollasani, Ahvaz, Iran  

  

(Received: 16-12-2017 – Accepted: 09-03-2018) 
Abstract 

The aim of present experiment was to find the appropriate amount of post-harvested bean by-products (bean 
residues) in diet of finishing lambs, when was replaced with corn silage or wheat straw in the diet. In this 
experiment, to determine the nutritional value of bean residues, its chemical composition was measured by 
standard methods. Then, nine experimental rations were selected as treatment, in which 0, 25, 50, 75 and 100 
percent residues of beans were replaced with wheat straw or corn silage. The method of gas production and two-
stage digestion was used to determine digestibility and fermentation of these diets. The protein and fat 
concentrations of bean residues, wheat straw and corn silage used in the present experiment were 6.9, 3.6 and 
7.4, and 0.9, 1.8 and 0.3 percent, respectively. Replacing 75 and 100 percent residues of beans with wheat straw 
and all replacement levels with corn silage, resulted in a significant increase in gas production. The rate of gas 
production during the replacement of 75% and 100% of the bean residues with corn silage or 25 and 50% with 
wheat straws were increased compared to the control. The microbial biomass production efficiency was the 
highest and significantly different with control diet (65 vs. 60.5%, respectively) when replacement of 100% 
bean residues with wheat straw was done. The replacement of bean residues did not affect the digestibility of 
dry matter and neutral detergent fiber. Therefore, the 75 and 100% replacement of the bean residues with wheat 
straw or 25 and 50% with corn silage showed the best result and could be recommended for use in lambs 
finishing feeding. 

Keywords: Bean residues, Microbial biomass, Gas production, Digestibility  
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